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being. He was beloved by his family, 
beloved by his friends and his commu-
nity and by his State. Meyer Cardin 
was a great American, a great human 
being, a great dad, a great grandfather, 
and he will be missed sorely. But the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI) is absolutely correct. His life 
was a joy and a triumph. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
claim the time of the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. BURTON). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

f 

RENEGOTIATE CAFTA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I am here on the floor again 
tonight to talk about my opposition to 
CAFTA, the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement. 

I want to start my comments by 
quoting Ross Perot who was a can-
didate for the presidency in October 
1992. I quote Mr. Perot, ‘‘You imple-
ment that NAFTA, the Mexican trade 
agreement, where they pay people a 
dollar an hour, have no health care, no 
retirement, no pollution control, and 
you are going to hear a giant sucking 
sound of jobs being pulled out of this 
country right at a time when we need 
the tax base to pay the debt.’’ 

That is what Mr. Perot said in 1992. 
Mr. Speaker, since NAFTA became 

the law of the land, let me tell you 
what happened in my State of North 
Carolina. North Carolina has lost over 
200,000 manufacturing jobs. The United 
States has lost over 2.5 million manu-
facturing jobs. CAFTA will continue 
these trends; 85 percent of the language 
in CAFTA is identical to the language 
in NAFTA. 

Mr. Speaker, let me talk about Trade 
Promotion Authority, which I did not 
support. Since Trade Proportion Au-
thority of August of 1992, North Caro-
lina has lost over 52,000 manufacturing 
jobs; the United States has lost over 
600,000 million manufacturing jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, CAFTA will do nothing 
else but to help eliminate jobs in this 
great Nation. I do not think we as a 
Nation can afford to continue to see 
jobs go overseas, whether they be to 

Central America, China or other coun-
tries. 

Mr. Speaker, this past weekend, I 
found an advertisement in a magazine, 
and it starts out, Are we blind? Can’t 
we see what is happening to us? This is 
an ad by the Economy in Crisis. It is 
creating an awareness about our true 
economic conditions. 

Let me take just two aspects of this 
ad, Losing ownership and control of 
our country: We are losing ownership 
and control of our country through 
unsustainable balances of trade defi-
cits. In the last 10 years, we have lost 
$3 trillion through these trade deficits. 
$1.3 trillion has been returned and used 
by foreign companies to buy our best 
companies like Chrysler, Amoco, At-
lantic Richfield Oil, and 8,600 other 
great companies. For example, key 
chokepoints, industries like cement is 
81 percent foreign owned. The movie in-
dustry is over 70 percent foreign owned. 

Mr. Speaker, additionally in this ad 
it says, How well and how long can we 
live like this? I read just one sentence, 
How secure can we be if we must live 
on imports and sell off or dismantle 
our factories? 

Mr. Speaker, that is what this is all 
about. CAFTA is not good for this 
country. You will see to my left and to 
my right, one is a newspaper article 
that says VF Jeanswear Closes Plant, 
445 Jobs Gone By Next Summer. Mr. 
Speaker, those jobs went down to Hon-
duras. 

Mr. Speaker, those jobs went down to 
Honduras. And just 2 years ago, in 
North Carolina, it says Pillowtex Goes 
Bust, Erasing 6,450 Jobs and the sub-
title says, Five North Carolina Plants 
Closing in Largest Single Job Loss in 
State’s History. That was just 2 years 
ago, Mr. Speaker, in 2003. 

I do not know how we as a Congress 
can pass the CAFTA legislation as it is 
drawn. I agree with my friends on the 
other side of the aisle, Democrats and 
also Republicans who are opposed to 
CAFTA as it is drawn today. We need 
to rewrite, redraw this treaty with the 
Central American countries so that it 
can work for them as well as it works 
for the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like 
to show the those in attendance on the 
floor a candy. It says: Candy decorated 
fruit snack. And this was made in 
China. 

Mr. Speaker, again, in closing, I hope 
that we on the House floor will do what 
is right, and that is to help protect jobs 
in America and help protect the Amer-
ican people who are working so hard to 
pay their taxes and meet their obliga-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask God to please 
bless our men and women in uniform 
and please bless America. 

f 

SMART SECURITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, back in 
my district this past weekend, I had an 
extraordinary meeting with a group of 
veterans, many of them from Alpha 
Company 579th Engineering Battalion 
who have recently returned from a tour 
in Iraq. 

During their deployment, this Na-
tional Guard unit of 88 mostly Cali-
fornia soldiers lost 3 comrades; 23 were 
wounded in action. And they also re-
ceived 26 Purple Hearts, eight Bronze 
Stars and one Meritorious Service 
Medal. 

Saturday’s town meeting was not 
about my position on the war or any-
body else’s. We were there to provide 
information about the services and 
benefits available to returning soldiers. 
We had the VA regional director as 
well as a local vice chairman from a 
group called Employment Support for 
the Guard and Reserve. One of our 
speakers was the National Managing 
Director of Helmet to Hardhats, an or-
ganization that helps place veterans in 
construction jobs. The administrator 
from the largest veterans home in the 
country in Yountville, California, was 
there. And we heard from a man who 
started a nonprofit called Welcome 
Home Heroes devoted simply to treat-
ing an Iraq or Afghanistan veteran to a 
night out with his or her family at a 
nice restaurant. 

For so many soldiers, the return 
from the battlefield is just the begin-
ning of their ordeal. There are those 
who have been wounded or mentally 
traumatized or both and must learn to 
cope with a life-altering condition. But 
even if you come home unscathed, the 
transition back to civilian life can be 
rough going. There are jobs to find, 
educations to complete and loans to 
pay off. There are cases in which serv-
ice to the Nation has cost veterans 
their homes or their small businesses. 
Some may need family counseling to 
readjust to domestic life. 

We cannot let them down. I was pro-
foundly disappointed a few weeks ago 
when we learned that the Department 
of Veterans Affairs found itself a bil-
lion dollars short of what was nec-
essary to cover veterans health ex-
penses for the year 2005. But this body 
did the right thing by quickly passing 
a supplemental to help fill the gap be-
fore we left for the Fourth of July holi-
day, although the appropriations I be-
lieve could have been more generous. 

How could we go home to celebrate 
the birth of American freedom if we 
were not doing our part to support our 
troops in the field today? 

Every Member of the House who 
voted that day voted aye, voted for the 
bill which just goes to show, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is and there should 
be little partisanship when it comes to 
support for our veterans. 

b 1915 

I do not know anyone on either side 
of the aisle in this Chamber who does 
not feel the utmost pride in the brave 
men and women who are on the front 
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line in Iraq. I do not know anyone who 
is not filled with gratitude for their 
sacrifice. Where I part with many of 
my colleagues is in my belief that the 
best way to support the troops is to 
bring them home as soon as possible, a 
position shared by a majority of the 
American people, by the way. 

Helping war veterans is a top priority 
for me. But ironically, one that in an 
ideal world would hardly be necessary 
if the United States adopted what I call 
a SMART Security plan. War would be 
an absolute last resort, something we 
turn to reluctantly, only after every 
diplomatic channel has been pursued. 
The smart in SMART Security stands 
for Sensible Multilateral American Re-
sponse to Terrorism. 

As the tragedy in London dem-
onstrates, our belligerence has not 
made America or the world safer; and 
it is time, I believe, that we had a new 
approach, one that relies on multilat-
eral alliances and improved intel-
ligence to track and detain terrorists, 
one that renews our commitment to 
nuclear nonproliferation, one that in-
vests aggressively in international de-
velopment to attack the poverty and 
hopelessness that breed terrorism in 
the first place. 

SMART is tough, pragmatic, and pa-
triotic. It protects America by relying 
on the very best of American values: 
our commitment to freedom, our com-
passion for the people of the world, and 
our capacity for global leadership. 

Criticism of our Iraq policy must 
never be misinterpreted as criticism of 
those on the ground carrying it out. We 
must stand with our veterans, the fear-
less Americans literally wearing the 
scars of a war that they did not choose. 
Just because a policy may be flawed, 
and I believe it is, does not detract 
from the remarkable job they do. We 
must show the same selflessness to-
ward them that they have showed to-
ward our Nation. 

f 

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CONAWAY). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to issue a challenge to my col-
leagues, those who have criticized the 
comprehensive immigration reform 
that has been offered as legislation. In 
the last Congress, the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. KOLBE) and myself and 
Senator MCCAIN in the Senate offered 
comprehensive immigration reform. 
We have offered a similar bill this year. 
There have been a lot of critics who 
have taken the floor and have said that 
we should not do this; what we need to 
do rather than have comprehensive im-
migration reform is to simply secure 
the border and enforce the law, enforce 
the current law. 

Let me just run down what that actu-
ally entails. If we were to enforce the 

current immigration laws that we 
have, it would mean that we would lit-
erally round up between 10 million and 
15 million illegal aliens who are here 
presently, uproot them from their jobs, 
often from their families, and ship 
them home to their home country 
where they would be subject to a 10- 
year bar from reentry. After that 10 
years, then they would get in line to go 
through the legal orderly process, 
which would probably take another 20 
years. 

Now, when I explain that to those 
who are critics of our immigration bill, 
they often say, well, we do not mean to 
enforce the current law as it is. Let us 
selectively enforce it. Let us go after 
the criminals, not after those who are 
legally law-abiding here. Well, that is 
called selective enforcement, and some 
will actually use that term. We need to 
selectively enforce the law. I ask the 
critics of comprehensive immigration 
reform, how is that any less of an am-
nesty than what has been proposed? 

Under our legislation, anyone here il-
legally, who has broken no other law 
than crossing the border illegally, 
would be required to register, pay a 
fine, and wait as many as, at least 6 
years until the current backlog of 
those going through the legal orderly 
process in their home country is com-
plete. Then they would be forced to pay 
another $1,000 fine. How is that an am-
nesty, when simply selectively enforc-
ing the current law is not? 

Please explain. For those who are 
criticizing comprehensive immigration 
reform, how are you going to secure 
the border and enforce the law without 
a temporary worker program? Our leg-
islation realizes that there are many 
here, probably around 8 million, that 
are in the workforce currently. Unless 
we are willing to uproot them and send 
them all home, then we have to have a 
temporary worker program or a guest 
worker program before we can enforce 
the law. That is why we have to have 
comprehensive immigration reform 
that says we need the rule of law. 

In order to have the rule of law, we 
must have a law we can enforce. That 
is what this is all about, and that is the 
challenge I issue to those criticizing 
the comprehensive immigration reform 
that has been offered, the McCain-Ken-
nedy-Kolbe-Flake-Gutierrez bill. 
Please come up with your own. Explain 
how we are going to enforce the cur-
rent law unless we have a temporary 
worker program. 

People say, let us secure the border 
first, enforce the current law, and then 
see if we need a guest worker program. 
I have already explained what it means 
to enforce the current law. If you be-
lieve that is what we need to do, please 
proffer a bill. Write legislation. If that 
is what we need to do, then, please, 
stand here and suggest it. Otherwise, 
join us. Join us in our quest to actually 
have a law that we can enforce. Let us 
have the rule of law. That is what this 
country was built on. That is what we 
need to return to. 

It is not a healthy situation to have 
10 million to 15 million people here ille-
gally who are below the law, who work 
in the shadows. That is not healthy for 
national security. It is not good for our 
economy, and it is not humanitarian 
either. We simply need to change the 
law. 

So I invite my colleagues, please, 
submit legislation. Join this great de-
bate that we have, but do not criticize 
unless you are willing to offer legisla-
tion yourself. 

f 

CAFTA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement, according to Republican 
leadership, will come to a vote some-
time this month. The Central Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement was signed 
13 months ago by President Bush. 
Every other trade agreement voted on 
in this Congress has been voted on 
within 2 months of the President’s sig-
nature. That is, those trade agree-
ments with Morocco and Chile, Singa-
pore and Australia, all passed the Con-
gress comfortably by wide margins 
within 60 days of the President affixing 
his signatures to them. 

This trade agreement, CAFTA, was 
signed by President Bush in May of 
2004, and it has not been brought to 
this Congress for a vote for one simple 
reason. One simple mathematical rea-
son: the votes simply are not there to 
pass this agreement. The votes are not 
there because of the opposition from 
dozens of Republicans and Democrats, 
the opposition from small manufactur-
ers and labor unions, and the deep and 
broad opposition from small farmers 
and from family farmers and ranchers 
and environmentalists. The opposition 
to CAFTA comes from Catholic bishops 
in Central America and Lutheran and 
Presbyterian and Jewish leaders in our 
country. 

It is clear this agreement would not 
pass the House of Representatives 
today because Americans, in larger and 
larger numbers, including Members of 
Congress, representatives of the Amer-
ican people, understand our trade pol-
icy simply is not working. 

Look at this chart. In 1992, the year 
I was first elected to Congress, we had 
a trade deficit. That means we ex-
ported less than we imported. We had a 
trade deficit of $28 billion. Last year, 
our trade deficit was $618 billion. From 
$38 billion to $618 billion trade deficit 
in only a dozen years. It is clear our 
trade policy is not working when we 
have these kinds of trade deficits, cou-
pled with the budget deficits we have 
seen the last 5 years. 

Now, these might just be numbers to 
economists, these numbers about the 
trade deficit, but here is what they 
really translate into. The States in red 
are States which have lost 20 percent of 
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